-

E— Approved For Release 2007/10/19 : CIA-RDP99- 00498R000300100012 8 .

Article appeared
_A-17

on page

people start throwing rocks’ er. A
the press,. CIA Director Stansfi el_d‘if

lns spooks to lnde behmd reporters. i

) Spga]nng at’ the Natronal Press
- Club Mzr.. Turner ‘decided. to pulla.]
{ new lnnd of cloak over lns agency s

daggers—-the cloak of the ‘First:

* Amendment..The argunient was cute:
’—we re all in: the same boat, fellows,

*. you don’t want to reveal your sources,.
:* and we don’t want to reveal ours. Se
; don’t bug us, and we won’t bug you.

i 'Neat. But the CIA does not want
; to keep only its sources secret. It has'
proved. in recent years, how far it will.
" go to keep its crimes secret. And even:
-.when it acts within the law, the agen-=1
cyrsanarmofthegovemment,wx ]
all the government’s power to coerce,

.......

: to hide governmental wrongs, not ex-:
pose them..

"In all these ways, the press and the.

CIA have different motives and justi-|.

\ fication for protecting .sources. Yet.
having made his shaky identification
_of the two institutions’ interests,-Ad--
. “miral Turner went on to surreal p-:j
phcatxons of his companson.

}_; “ Fu'st, he said reporters sho d not
. print the leaks of wrongdoing in govs:
- ernment by .whistle blowers, That, he:
. argued fuzzily, would be like havmg ]
> the government’ compel the press to’
.-reveal its sources, But conﬁdentlahty‘
; between newsmen and sources in‘no-
“‘way- resembles the silencing of ¢riti-:

* cism by-all government employeee'.‘;l_f-:
. Mr.- Turner's rule::were: applied;
- criticism of our government would: be

. cates t.lns 1deal m the uame ot' al

i press and the First Amendment. bt .ff.
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Mr Turner also compared cases-

_ where a prosecutor drops charges, to
“keep intelligence work secret, with
Myron Farber's refusal to give up his
“notes to a judge for fear of revealing
his sources. He saw “nothing dxffero
-ent” in the two cases. Once again, the.
comparison is. faulty on many

- grounds. If the Farber case had led to
* dismissal of charges, or to a convic-
- tion where it seemed the defendant
. was deprived of a fair trial, many
* people would have joined that consi-
" derable part of the press itself that
¢ thinks: Mr.: Farber’s. action wasnot
overed by the First Amendment. = i;

% Yet even if Mr. 'Farber was right}~
hxs act has no important resemblance |-
- to the government’s refusal to press:
. charges where that might embarrass:
" the government itself. That refusal;
not always admirable, resembles the.
" exercise of prosecutorial discretion.. If.
¢ , prosecution would harm the. pubhc.
" be tog doubtful or defensive or ém-"
. barrassing, the government can keey
" things hidden by letting a man escape

e

Qnal and possxble pumshment. »M :

 Mr. Farber protected hxs sourc 1
to publish facts, to help bring actsto]
lxght—a course that led to trial and
~'public’ airing of ‘much ‘evidence.“It
“takes the convolutions of a spy mép-]
~tality- to- equate the hiding of infor:

- mation: with its dissemination. That

. is why the spy mentality is so dangers| -
“ous in a free society. Admiral Turn-}
er s appearance before the Press Club

o

,-ward off t.hreats to our. freedom Be- _
“come,’ themselves, a threat to that” ’
: freedom. ~ i




